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5.3.4 SOW ProgrameUnique Requirements

Additional data requirements may be derived directly from task
descriptions in the SOW, All special studies, evaluations and analyses
identified in the SOW should result in formal reports. Such program-
unique requirements for documentation require unique, or at least
tailored, data items. Each entry in the CDRL for one of these data items

must reference the SOW task that requires preparation of the data item.

5.3.5 User Requirements (Data Call)

The Data Call procedure established by AFR 3410-1 is used to
survey the future data needs of using and supporting commands. The
Data Call is a formal request from the program data manager to all
organizations participating in the acquisition, asking them to identify
the data they will require. Each responding activity is required to
express its data requirements in terms of approved or proposed DIDs
(DD Forms 1664) and to document these requirements on a CDRL form

(DD Form 1423) containing delivery schedule information.

Software users should have a strong interest in defining the docu-
mentation they will be receiving with the software. Users often are
satisfied to receive a good set of user manuals and product specifications.
Some users, however, may want certain types of test documents, test
results, and operations manuals before accepting the software. They
also may think it advisable to get involved in the development process
earlier by reviewing the proposed requirements and proposed design
before a line of code is written. For large systems, a user organization
may insist that a simulation of the proposed design be built so that the
users can operate it and verify that the design will solve their problem.

All such user decisions affect the data requirements.

5.3.6 Consolidation of Requirements

The program data manager reviews all CDRL s resulting from the
Data Call and consolidates them into a single document set listed in a
single CDRL, together with the data requirements from other sources
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(i.e., subsections 5.3.1 through 5.3.4). In the process, he eliminates
any redundancies, coordinates data requirements that are similar, sees
that all functional areas of the program are provided for, and ensures
that the resulting CDRL is compatible with DOD 5000.19-1L, Volume II
(AMSDL). He should determine that all essential items in the following
major data categories have been included:

a. Contractual Baseline Documents. Contractor documents

that become part of the contract as compliance requirements.
Examples: system, development, and product specifications.

b. Verification Documents. Documents used to determine com-
pliance with the contract, to certify that services or deliveries
are accomplished, or to confirm acceptability of products.
Examples: test plans and procedures.

c. Visibility Documents. Documents used as a basis for manage-
ment decisions and evaluation of progress. Examples: status,
progress, and analysis reports.

d. Government Involvement Documents. Documents that define
requirements for use of Government furnished property or
facilities or that call for participation of Government per-
sonnel. Examples: System Allocation Document, Personnel
Subsystems/Human Factors Development Program.

e. Follow-On Documents. Documents required beyond the
development effort. Examples: operational manuals, hand-
books, and descriptive material needed for maintenance
or modification of the system software, including support and
utility software and test tools.

Some data items fall into more than one of the above categories.

A basic set of 25 data items suitable for Air Force software pro-
curements is shown in Table 5-2, together with the reasons for selection
of these particular data items. Considerable latitude is possible in this
selection process, depending on the type of procurement, the anticipated
roles of contractors and Government agencies, and the nature of the soft-

ware to be acquired.
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After achieving a coherent, consolidated documentation set, the
data manager should perform a preliminary evaluation of data item
essentiality versus cost in preparation for a more formal CDRL review
(described in subsection 5.3.7). The goal of this evaluation is to ensure
that only those data items essential to acquisition, operation, or main-

tenance are included.

5.3.7 Review of Essentiality

Before the consolidated CDRL is issued as part of an RFP and again
before it is incorporated into a development contract, a special Data
Requirements Review Board (DRRB) should review it for the following

qualities:
a. No duplication or overlap of data requirements.

b. Consistency of the document set with the procuring organiza-
tion's acquisition policies and with Government procurement
policies.

c. Conasistency of the document set with its intended uses.

d. Essentiality of each data requirement and the set as a
whole. Individual data items must be found essential to
present or future management of the program, to system
operation, or to software maintenance.

e. Reasonableness of delivery dates.

f. Inclusion of contractual provisions to ensure that the
documents received will be fit for their intended use.

Before contract award, the DRRB should review the CDRL again
to evaluate the contractor's price estimate and to ensure that data
requirements have not deteriorated during negotiations.

Following a successful DRRB review, the approved CDRL should
be transmitted to the procuring officer for inclusion in the appropriate

procurement instrument.
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Table 5-2.

Rationale for Sele
Set for Software A

CDRL Preparation Step Item No. DID Identifier Data Item Name

A. Mandatory 1. E-30145 (to be Computer Software/Computer Program/ Required per ASP
Requirements published soon Computer Data Base Configuration Item(s) on decks, tapes,

in AMSDL) as on computer li
2. (No DID exists.) Computer Resources Integrated Support Required under U
Plan (CRISP)
3. (AFSC DID Computer Program Development Plan (CPDP) Required under U
under review.)

B. Requirements of 4. (No DID exists.) Interface Design Specification Defines interfaces
PMP-Referenced organizations, or
RSS developed by the

S, E-3101 System (Segment) Specification Defines the lyltem‘
functional require:
6. E-3119A Computer Program Development Specification Defines the CPCI al
requirements.
1. E-3120A Computer Program Product Specification Defines the CPCI ﬂ
|

C. SOW Program- -- -- -- No SOW program-
Unique Requirements to be developed ha

analysis or develo

D. User Requirements 8. M-3409 Positional Handbook Required for systes
(Data Call) to the prime miss

9. M-3410 Users Manual Provides instructi
10. M-3411 Computer Programming Manual Provides progra

or modification of

11. M-3415 Catalog and Glossary of Computer Program Describes and cro
and Programming Documentation documentation de

acronyms, and te

E. Other Basic 12. A-3027 Data Accession List/Internal Data l
Requirements These data items
® Acgquisition 13. A-3029 Agenda--Design, Reviews, Configuration

Management Audits, and Demonstrations
14. E-3118 Minutes of Formal Reviews and Audits
15. E-3108 Configuration Management Plan
16. E-3121 Version Description Document (Computer !
Program) »These data items
both software and
o Configuration At. E-3122 Configuration Index (Computer Program)
Management ﬁ
18. E-3123 Change Status Report (Computer Program)
19. E-3134 Specification Change Notice (Computer
Program)
L20. H-5076A Computer Software Change Proposal
e Quality Assurance 21, (No DID exists.) Quality Assurance Plan Describes plan for
complies with reg
r2?.. T-3703 Category I (CPCI/Segment) Test Plan/
Procedures (Computer Programs)
23, T-3717 Category I (CPCI/Segment) Test Report These data items ﬂ
J (Computer Programs) and system levels.
® Test 24, T-3706 Category II (System) Test Plan/Procedures
T-3719 Category II (System) Test Report




Table 5-2. Rationale for Selection of Example Documentation
Set for Software Acquisition

?p Item No. DID Identifier Data [tem Name Comments
1. E-30145 (to be Computer Software/Computer Program/ Required per ASPR to acquire the software itself, recorded
published soon Computer Data Base Configuration Item(s) on decks, tapes, or other computer-readable media, as well
in AMSDL) as on computer listings.
. 18 (No DID exists.) Computer Resources Integrated Support Required under USAF policy.
Plan (CRISP)
3 (AFSC DID Computer Program Development Plan (CPDP) Required under USAF policy.
under review.)
4. (No DID exists.) Interface Design Specification Defines interfaces between software items developed by different
4 organizations, or between different types of software items
developed by the same organization (MIL-STD-483, Appendix II).
e E-3101 System (Segment) Specification R:fcl:lieo:‘at:ier:y:it::rr\n(e%l;.segment) These MIL-STD-483 (USAF)
9 ¢ specifications (Appendices
e . III and VI) are required
6. E-3119A Computer Program Development Specification Defines the CPCI allocated for most software develop-
requirements.
ment programs.
7. E-3120A Computer Program Product Specification Defines the CPCI design.
-- -- -- No SOW program-unique data items are required if the software
nts to be developed has only routine functions that need no special
analysis or development tasks.
Fta 8. M-3409 Positional Handbook Required for systems in which a human operator is essential
i to the prime mission.
|
I 9. M-3410 Users Manual Provides instructions for operational use of the software.
i 10. M-3411 Computer Programming Manual Provides programming information required for maintenance
| or modification of the software.
! 1. M-3415 Catalog and Glossary of Computer Program Describes and cross-references the software and software
E and Programming Documentation documentation developed for a system and defines abbreviations,
| acronyms, and terms.
| %
% 12. A-3027 Data Accession List/Internal Data
| ” : : . These data items facilitate acquisition management tasks.
| 13. A-3029 Agenda--Design, Reviews, Configuration
| Audits, and Demonstrations
| (M. E-3118 Minutes of Formal Reviews and Audits \
15. E-3108 Configuration Management Plan
16. E-3121 Version Description Document (Computer
Program) These data items facilitate configuration management of
>both software and software documentation items.
’ 17. E-3122 Configuration Index (Computer Program)
ﬁ 18. E-3123 Change Status Report (Computer Program)
19. E-3134 Specification Change Notice (Computer
Program)
LZO. H-5076A Computer Software Change Proposal )
nce 24, (No DID exists.) Quality Assurance Plan Describes plan for assuring that software delivered
complies with requirements of the contract.
,
22, T-3703 Category [ (CPCI/Segment) Test Plan/ W
Procedures (Computer Programs)
23, T-3717 Category [ (CPCI/Segment) Test Report These data items support testing at CPCI, segment,
(Computer Programs) >ami system levels.
24, T-3706 Category II (System) Test Plan/Procedures
25, T-3719 Category II (System) Test Report J
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5.4 ACQUIRING ADDITIONAL CONTRACTOR DATA

5.4.1 Precontractual Contractor Data

Certain types of contractor prepared data may be acquired
precontractually for use in contractor evaluation and selection. These

data items include:
a. Computer Program Development Plan (CPDP)
b. Configuration Management Plan (CMP)
c. Systems Engineering Management Plan (SEMP)
d. Quality Assurance Plan
e. Human Engineering Design Approach
f. Personnel Subsystem Test and Evaluation Plan
g. System Safety Plan

Such documents are used to evaluate contractor understanding of con-

tractual requirements and capability to comply with such requirements. _

For large software procurements, certain required manuals and
handbooks may depend on the design approach and therefore are not
clearly identifiable through a Data Call procedure. In such a case,
contractors should be required to address specific operational and
support documentation in their proposal plans for developing technical

documentation.

Precontractual documents for the foregoing purposes are obtained
by including the data requirements in the RFP CDRL, providing the
related DIDs, and identifying the documents in the Instructions for
Proposal Preparation (IFPP), also sometimes called Instructions to
Offerers. If incorporated into a contract or SOW, these documents

establish contractual requirements.

Preceding page blank




PR CTRE

5.4.2 Additional Data After Contract Award

Additional data may be acquired after contract award by the three

following methods:

a. Data Accession List. The acquisition of a Data Accession
List/Internal Data (DID A-3027) from a contractor ensures
the procuring program access to all data generated by the
contractor for his own use in performing the contract. This
data includes interim and supporting technical documentation
and management documentation not otherwise available,
such as plans, schedules, intermediate development mile-
stones, and resource allocations. The requirement for
a Data Accession List must be included on the CDRL, how-
ever, and a corresponding SOW task or contract provision
is required, specifying that the contractor is to maintain a
list of all data that he generates for internal use. Requested
data is supplied in the contractor's own format.

b. Deferred Delivery. This method consiste of timing the
delivery of data, or of the software itself, to a firmopera-
tional need whose data cannot be established at the time of
contract award. The deferred items still must appear on the
CDRL, but with the time and/or place of delivery not specified.
The contractor is expected to price the data at the time of
contracting and to incur data preparation costs prior to the
call for delivery. The use of deferred delivery requires an
enabling clause in the contract (see ASPR 7-104. 9(d)).

c. Deferred Ordering. This method applies to cases where data
generated in performance of the contract is required by the
Government even though not specified in the contract as
deliverable data. Such data is acquired through negotiation
of delivery dates and preparation costs. The cost of gener-

q? ating the data is not an additional cost subject to negotia-

' tion, however, since it was part of the contracted effort.

There is no data entry in the CDRL for such items, but the

contract must include an enabling clause (ASPR 7-104.9(m))

and the clause entitled "Rights in Technical Data and Com-
puter Software." This is the only one of these three methods
that requires negotiation of costs for the additional data

requested.

5.5 ALTERNATE STANDARDS FOR SOFTWARE DOCUMENTATION

In addition to the Air Force standard data items discussed in the
preceding parts of this section, other defense agencies have published

various standards and specifications for entire sets of software docu-

mentation. The documents prescribed in these other standardization
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sources may be used for defining new DIDs for Air Force software
pProcurements where appropriate, or at least may provide models for

revising or expanding standard DIDs.

The two current alternate documentation standards offering the
most potential to airborne system software procurements are:

a. DOD 7935.1-S, "Automated Data Systems (ADS)
Documentation Standards"

b. SECNAVINST 3560.1, "Tactical Digital Systems
Documentation Standards"
Another standard, WS-8506, Rev. 1, "Requirements for Digital
Computer Program Documentation, " 1 Nov. 1971, formerly issued by
the Naval Ordnance Systems command, has been superseded by
SECNAVINST 3560.1, listed above.

Before any document types included in such standards are selected
or adapted to an AF 800 series procurement, careful consideration must

be given to possible effects on related management practices, reviews

and audits, and associated documentation. Furthermore, the two standards

listed above specifically address certain types of computer applications:
general purpose computers for DOD 7935,1-S and shipboard tactical
systems for SECNAVINST 3560.41. At the same time, however, these
standards describe a complete, integrated set of documents at a uniform
level of detail, something that the Air Force standard DIDs do not do.
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APPENDIX A

SUMMARIES OF KEY RSS

The RSS summarized in this appendix
are listed in Table 3-3 in Section 3.
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A.1 INTERNAL DOCUMENTS i ,
{
[

A.1.1 DOD Documents

DOD 4420.3-M - 3 January 1972
STANDARDIZATION POLICIES, PROCEDURES, AND INSTRUCTIONS

A. Purpose. This directive establishes policies and responsibilities I-;
criteria for application to design, development, procurement, production, k
and support of DOD equipment and supplies.

B. Outline of Contents

Chapter 1. General Policies

Chapter 2. Policies and Procedures for
Standardization of Documents

Chapter 3. Studies and Working Groups
Chapter 4. Qualified Products Lists

Chapter 5. Outline of Form and Instructions for
the Preparation of Specifications and
Associated Documents

Chapter 6. Military Outline of Form and Instructions
for the Preparation of Standards and
Handbooks

Chapter 7. Procedure for Determination and
Implementation of Item Standardization
Status Coding

; C. Comments. A good document for becoming familiar with
military standard and military handbook formatting and revision pages.
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DODD 5000.1 - 18 January 1977
MAJOR SYSTEM ACQUISITIONS

A. Purpose. This DOD directive is used by DOD component heads
for acquisition of major defense systems designated by the Secretary of

Defense.

B. Outline of Contents

1. Purpose
2. Application
3. Policy
a. Mode of Operation
b. Conduct of Program
c. Program Considerations
4. Implementation
C. Comments. The Air Force implements this directive via

AFR 800-2. The 18 January 1977 version of DODD 5000.1 is a reissue
that cancels the 22 December 1975 version.
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DODD 5000.2 - 18 January 1977
MAJOR SYSTEM ACQUISITION PROCESS

A. Purpose. This directive defines the policies and procedures
used by the DOD in the decision-making process for acquisition of major

systems.

B. Outline of Contents

I. Purpose

II. Applicability and Scope
III. Definitions

IV. Policies and Procedures

V. Effective Date and Implementation

C. Comments. This directive supplements DODD 5000.1 and
establishes the Defense System Acquisition Review Countil (DSARC) charter.
It is a key directive for acquisition of embedded computer systems.
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DODD 5000.3 - 20 May 1975
TEST AND EVALUATION

A.

PurFose. This directive establishes policy for the test and

evaluation of defense systems programs. It can be used by contracting
officials to prepare or review software test plans, test procedures, and
test report documents.

B. Outline of Contents
I. Purpose
II. Cancellations
III. Scope and Applicability
IV. Policies and Principles
A. General
B. Development Test and Evaluation
C. Operational Test and Evaluation
D. Test and Evaluation for Major Ships of a Class
E. Test and Evaluation for One-of-a-Kind Systems
F. Production Acceptance Test and Evaluation
G. Test and Evaluation Master Plan
H. Changes to Test and Evaluation Plans
I. Defense Systems Acquisition Review Council
(DSARC)/Decision Coordinating Paper Procedures
for Major Defense Systems
V. Waivers
VI. Exclusions
VII. Responsibilities of the Deputy Director of Defense
Research and Engineering, Test and Evaluation
VIII. Reporting Requirements
IX. Effective Date and Implementation
- T7 .
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DODD 5000.3 (Concluded)

C. Comments. While not solely applicable to software, several
sections of this directive can be used effectively to plan and/or monitor
software test and evaluation. This directive specifies that test and evalu-
ation shall be scheduled in the acquisition, and that testing shall begin
3 early and continue throughout the development cycle. This directive may
be used as the justification for top-down testing. This directive is
implemeni~d, in part, by AFR 80-14.

e T Y
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DODD 5000.49 - 2 June 1971; Reprint with Change 1 - 1 June 1973
POLICIES FOR THE MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL OF DOD
INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS

A. Purpose. This directive establishes uniform policies and
criteria for use in the management and control of Department of Defense
(DOD) information requirements and resultant information systems that
may be placed on DOD components and on contractors and other external
agencies and organizations. Its objective is to assure optimum effective-
ness and economy in the flow of information and prevent the generation
of unauthorized or duplicative information requirements/systems by
requiring that each request for information undergo an objective review
and meet the criteria prescribed in the directive.

B. Outline of Contents

1. Purpose and Objectives
2. Cancellation

3. Applicability and Scope
4. Definitions

5. Policy, Principles, and Criteria for use in
Generating Information Requirements

6. Responsibilities
7. Delegations

8. Effective Date and Implementation
Enclosures:

1. References
2. Definitions
3. OMB Circular A-40

4. Reviewing New/Revised Interagency
Information Requirements

5. Section V — Management of Federal Reports
C. Comments. DODD 5000.19 provides the policies for management
and control of DOD information requirements and resultant information

systems as specified in the directive. It addresses all information systems
as general items and does not single out software systems.
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DOD 5000.19-L, Volume II - January 1977
ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS AND
DATA REQUIREMENTS CONTROL LIST (AMSDL)

A. Purpose. This document is used by DOD contracting officials
to select (1) Acquisition Management Systems and their source documents
and (2) Data Item Descriptions (DIDs) for application to contracts.

B. Outline of Contents

Part I. Acquisition Management Systems List/Associated DIDs
Part II. Numerical Listing of DIDs
Part III. Keyword Index of DIDs
Part IV. Cancelled/Superseded List (2 sections)
Part V. Appendix/Explanatory Information
C. Comments. The AMSDL supersedes DOD 7000.6M,
"Acquisition Management Systems List, " September 1973, and the DOD

Authorized Data List (DODADL), TD-3, "Index of Data Item Descriptions, "
1 June 1976.
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DODD 5000.29 - 26 April 1976
MANAGEMENT OF COMPUTER RESOURCES IN MAJOR DEF ENSE SYSTEMS

A. Purpose. This DOD Directive is used by DOD component heads
for management and control of computer resources during the development,
acquisition, deployment, and support of major defense systems.

B. Outline of Contents

I. Purpose

II. Applicability and Scope |
III. Duration
IV. Definitions

V. Policy

OV S -

A. General
B. Requirements Validation and Risk Analysis

C. Configuration Management of Computer Resources

S Ry

D. Computer Resource Life Cycle Planning

E. Support Software Deliverables

F. Milestone Definition and Attachment Criteria
G. Software Language Standardization and Control 4

VI. Responsibilities i

VII. Effective Date and Implementation
Enclosure 1. Definitions
Enclosure 2. Charter of DOD Management Steering 3

Committee for Embedded Computer
Resources :

I. Background
II. Scope
III. Objectives

IV. Activities
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DODD 5000.29 (Concluded)

V. Organization and Composition ,
VI. Responsibilities |
VII. Technical Panels

VIII. Method of Operation

IX. Definitions

X. References

Memorandum for "Technology Coordinating
Papers"

Enclosure 3.

e General Requirements for TCPs

(] Utilization of TCPs

L Content of TCPs

® Management of TCP Process

shs b eiadanbar po 0 L o

® Distribution of TCPs
® Reviews and Critiques of TCPs j

Enclosure 4. References

C. Comments. The Air Force implements this directive via
AFR 800-14, Volume II.
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DODI 5000.31 - 24 November 1976
INTERIM LIST OF DOD APPROVED HIGH ORDER
PROGRAMMING LANGUAGES (HOL)

A. Purpose. This DOD instruction specifies the high order
programming languages (HOL) that are approved for development of
software in major defense systems acquisition programs.

B. Outline of Contents

I. Purpose

II. Aprplicability and Scope

III. HOL Definition

IV. Policy

V. Responsibilities

C. Comments. DODI 5000.31 supplements DODD 5000. 29,

"Management of Computer Resources in Major Defense Systems." It is
designed to reduce the proliferation of HOLs in defense systems and to

ensure control. It assigns to different controlling agencies the responsi-
bility for maintaining stability and configuration of different HOLs. The

approved HOLs are JOVIAL-J3, JOVIAL-J73, FORTRAN, SPL-1, CMS-2,

TACPOL, and COBOL. DODI 5000.31 is implemented by AFR 300-10.
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DODI 5010.12 - 5 December 1968
MANAGEMENT OF TECHNICAL DATA

A. Purpose. This instruction establishes uniform policies and
procedures for the management and administration of technical data con-
tractually acquired in support of delivered equipment.

B. Outline of Contents

I. Purpose

II. Cancellation

III. Definitions

IV. Applicability and Scope

V. Objectives

VI. Policies and Procedures
VII. Responsibilities
VIII. Data Management Improvement Program .

IX. Effective Data and Implementation

B I Ay TR

Enclosures

a

C. Comments. Mandatory reading for a basic understanding of
deliverable documentation.
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DODD 5010.49 - 17 July 1968; Change 1 - 6 August 1968 %

CONFIGURATION MANAGEMENT e

A. Purpose. This directive establishes the policies governing the
configuration management of systems and equipments.

B. Outline of Contents

I. Purpose

II. Applicability

III. Definitions

IV. Objectives

V. Policy

VI. Waivers to This Directive
VII. Implementation

VIII. Effective Date

C. Comments. This directive gives a broad base understanding of
the configuration management discipline. Also supplements DODI 5040-12.
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DOD 7935.4-S - (In Process)
AUTOMATED DATA SYSTEMS (ADS) DOCUMENTATION STANDARDS

A. Purpose. DOD Standard 7935.1-S will be used as the basis for
documentation of all ADS projects, DOD-wide, that are initiated after the

effective date of the standard.

B. Comments. This document replaces DOD 4420.17M, "Automated
Data System Documentation Standards Manual, " 29 December 1972. It
implements DODI 7935.1, "DOD Automated Data Systems Documentation
Standards, " 13 September 1977. The standards in this manual may be used
for defining new DIDs for AF weapon system software procurements where
appropriate, or may provide models for revising or expanding standard

AF DIDs.
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A.1.2 AF Regulations

AFR 65-3 - 1 July 1974; Change 1 - 1 September 1974;
AFSC Supplement 14 - 25 July 1975

CONFIGURATION MANAGEMENT

A. Purpose. This regulation prescribes policies and guidance for
Air Force implementation of configuration management. It is part of the
Joint DOD Services/Agency Regulation on Configuration Management.

: B. Outline of Contents

Chapter 1. General

 Chapter 2. Configuration Identification

Chapter 3. Configuration Control

Chapter 4. Configuration Status Accounting 5

Chapter 5. Configuration Audits
Appendix A. Definitions
Appendix B. References

Appendix C. Department of the Army
Implementing Instructions 1

Appendix D. Department of the Navy
Implementing Instructions

Appendix E. Marine Corps Implementing Instructions

Appendix F. Department of the Air Force
Implementing Instructions

Appendix G. Defense Supply Agency
Implementing Instructions

B

Appendix H. National Security Agency
Implementing Instructions

Appendix I. Defense Communications Agency ;
Implementing Instructions ]

Appendix J. Defense Nuclear Agency
Implementing Instructions i
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AFR 73-1 - 30 April 1975; AFSC Supplement 1 - 12 September 1975 ']
DEFENSE STANDARDIZATION PROGRAM (DSP) |1

A. Purpose. This AFR sets the policy and establishes the
responsibilities in carrying out the Defense Standardization Program in
the standardization of engineering criteria.

B. Outline of Contents

1. General Information

2. Air Force Policy

Air Force Command Responsibilities

i

7. Channels of Communication
8. Reporting on Standardization
9. Delegation of Authority

10. Supply of Forms

41. Documentation Disposition

C. Comments. This AFR implements DOD 4120.3-M.
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AFR 74-1 - 4 August 1975
QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM

A. Purpose. This AFR prescribes the general policy requirements
and reaponsisi%ities for implementing the Air Force Quality Assurance
Program as established in DODD 4155.1.

B. Outline of Contents

1. Objectives of Air Force Quality Assurance Program
2. Explanation of Terms

3. General Policy

4. Progrém Requirements

5. HQ USAF Responsibilities

6. Major Command Responsibilities

7. Major Command Supplements

C. Comments. Gives good overview of program quality objectives.
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